any '\i\']‘l CO’\(IMUNIST
\U\u‘v ANI» bTA’I’EMLNTS

1 nu.tMOND Mada.m Presldent.
e of days now there has been
~ervion the Senate floor with ref-r
o ow w cumpadgn designed to pre-
sslitary Jeaders from participating
davities toinform the Amerlcan pub- -
“ut their personnel on the nature of
zivnnism. The Department of De-
.. iag recently alteredits former pol-
211l regard to this:subject, and press
rts” have- attributed . the change In

-y % the contents of & memorandum - -

1 origtnated on Capitol Hill. On
21, 1961, an article In the Wash-
w0 Post over the byline of David
- diamreported, and I quote from the
pardzraph of the article: =~
censte Foreign Relations Commitiee
srandum has warned that right-wing
wanda activities - by military, officers
sreats Cimportant obstacles” to. Presi-
Voeognedy’s programs.

« artiéle further stated that the
< “was made available to United
» International yesterday.” TUnder
~ ¢lrcumstances, Madam- President,
1 not consider it to be out of order,
cirtainly not impertinent, to request
tne chauman of the Foreign Rela-
Comunittee a copy of & memoran-
wtieh, according to the press, had
m;me available to one of the na-
i wire services, especlally after my
was wivised by the UPI that the
corandum was released on Capitol

raquested the copy in an hour and,
ained that I was scheduled to leave
+ after that period. Madam Presi-

1 ask unanimous consent that a

of my letter of July 21 to the chair--

of the Foreign Relations Committee
his reply of the same date be printed
1 point in the REcoRrp.

wre being no objection, the letters
-ordered to be printed in the Rxconn.
Jlows:

. JuLy 21, 196!

tor J. Wu.t1AM FULBRIGHT,

-mqr  Senate Foreign Relations Com-
v ttee, U.S, Senate, Washington, D.C,
ar Biul: I am attaching coples of two
lea, one from this morning’s Washing-
Fust and another from this morning's
¥ork Times, whichh shocked and dis-
5 mie very much. In essence the ar-
. report that a Senate Porelgn Relations
wtice nemorandum has urged that
eaders be curbed in their efforts to
nate serviceraen and the American
as to the nstdtous nature of world
anvmtn and the grave dangers which it
.t osur Nution, both from without and
‘it the barders of our own country. The
York Times article states further that
Jeterse Depiartment has fssued a direc-
it compliance with your committee
memurandum,

it a member of my staff to the com-
- tiis morning to obtain a copy of this
«atialtin, but he was informed that the
aandum is not to be made available
e pubtic, although the UPI story in the
dugron Post says that the study ‘‘was
» wvatinble to United Press International
vday

hein went to your office to talk with you.

Crersonally request a copy of the memo-
lan . "Stnce you were not in, I talked
vour asststant. Mr, Lee Williams. He
Med e that you had no coples aveil-
not’ even for yoursell He sald that
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mg a eopy of the
‘dent and thé
‘memotrandum b bee
‘the full committee. ;
~-§ am writing this lettar to pcnomny re-
quest that I be provided with a copy of this

‘memorandum within - the .next hour as I .

‘would like to resd lts contents and possibly

comment on It bofore leavl.ng Wuhlngton

~after tunch, %

With best wishey.
Blnuenly. i
e BTROM 'I‘lmtuom
- Fouy 21, 1961,
Hon. 8teoM 'rmnuouo, . .
U.S. Senate, o

Washington, D.C. ! ‘

Dzar BrzoM: Tn reply to 1om' tetter o(
this morning, the UPI story in the Wuh-
ington Post was {n eryor,

You will note that the New !ork 'nmu
states clearly that this was a private memo-
randum to the Becretary of Defense, based
primarily upon heretofore published reports.
The memorandum is'in no way a commit-
tee memorandum, no member of the oom-
mittee even knew about it, and the commit-
tee takes no responsibility for tt, Bince ¢
is a private communication to the Secretary
of Defense, I have not felt that it is neces-
sary to make It avallable to dnyone else,

I am very sorry that this misunderstand-
ing has arisen, but I hrave found the press
sometimes to be unrcliable in the way it
presents such matters. Where It obtained
the memorandum is a mystery -to rhe, s I
did not make it available to anyone except
the highest officials in the Government.

Very truly yours,

‘Mr. THURMOND. Madam President,
I was advised by the office of the Sena~
tor from Arkansas that they had had {n-
numerable requests. for. copies of the
memorandum, - particularly from the
press; and one member of the Foreign
Relations Committee advised me that
he had unsuccessfully tried to obta.ln
& copy himsgelf.

“Madam President, I in no way in-
tended that my requeat to sdée & coOpy
of this memorandum be nterpreted as
an ultimatum, nor do I believe that any
such inference can be logically drawn
from my request. At the time the re--
quest was made, I was under the impres-
sion, as I stated in my letter, that the
memorandum was & committee docu-
ment, as the press had reported.

It was not, and 1s not, my intention
to inject personullties lnto this matter.
It s0 happens that I disagree completely
with the Senator from Arkansas on &
matter which, in my opinion, is vital to
our Nation. It is a matter which bears °
on thé survival of our counfry. It is a
matter which must be discussed,de-
bated, and, ‘I sincerely hope, * tnvésti~
gated, on its merits without regard to
the individuals or personalities who may.
hold conflicting views on the subject.

Madam President, one thing above all
should be understood with regard to the
matter under discussion. The issué iz
not a question of subordination of the
military to civilian control. There is
not, nor has there been, any challenge
to the firmly rooted fundamental that
policy of the United States shall be made
by elected civilan officers of Govern-

the Armed Foroes and out, of the total

nature of communism and the history -

of its many tactics of aggression,
This memorandum does attack our
military leaders and their participation’
in efforts’ to give American citizens the
fl.ct.s about communism and the cold
war. The attack of the memorandum
on the military, however, is merely: the

application, in this Instance, of the phi- -

losophy candidly expressed in the memo-
randum, that the American people are
not to be trusted with governing them-
selves, particularly with reterence to
mattets of foreign -policy. )

‘This ‘m does “fear
of the . and aven apologétically -
cites the revalt of - ‘the French generals;
but the ultimate fear expressed’ by the

. Pride in v\ctcrr and frustration in
restraint, during the Eorean war, led to Mac-
Arthur’s revolt and McCarthylsm.

This problem of desmocratic n.tutudu
toward foreign policy Has never Been better

“stated than by Deé Tooqueville, whio wrote:

“Foreign politics demand scarcely any of
those qualities which & democracy possesses;.
and they require, on the contrary, the per-
_fect use of almost all thoss faculties in which

meamruwlth-em mdlewlnnotamt
their consequences with patience. These are
quslities which more espocially belong to an
individual [a dictator], or to an aristrocracy
{or an oligarchy or presidium},” PYR
Hcshomhol“th.pmpon:ftiyhlch
democradies have tg obey. the of pes-
sion rather than the suggestions of prudencs,’
and to abandon’ e« matuse déggn for thé
gratification of a momenury caprice. " '

This, Madam Prestdent, is not an in-
qmtment ‘of military leaders for usurp-"
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